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BY Cl RCULAT IUJ 

CEl,ITR,.v... Aui~ilNl.STHAT lVci T.{lBUNKL 

ALLA!i.l.\L-..U Bt!NQ-1 : ALLAl-irU•'\~ . 

:-.U.sc . ~Vie\\I ,Applic ation No . 15 of 2003 . 

lN 

Or i gina l Appl .ic ati 0n I~o . 1120 of 1997 . 

~Al~l~a-h_a~b_a_d~i~-~t-h~i~s--~t~he""---------d•a~y ___ Of.._ ........ ep_r..._il~2-0 __ 03~·...;.;.;;--.-• 

Tab ar ak Hus S.,.i i n ••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••• Appl i.c .Jnt . 

(By /Id voe ate : Sri Anand Ku mar .) 

Versus . 

Union of India and others ••••••••• • ••••••••• aesponde nts . 

(By ,:¥lvocato : - - ---- ) 

U R D E rl. -------
This 1levie \'J Applic at ion ha s been filed by the 

applic ant against judgment und order dated 31 . 01 . 2003 

passed in 0. /'h No. 1120/2003 . Tro ground taken by the 

applic ant in l'\e v ievi ;lpplic ation i s thot the c ounsel \ ~as not 

shO\•Jn the r e cords and that h:? ca11a to knov.• about hi s 
• d ate of birth only in 19<.?6 but it ,.,as inddvertuntly v1ritten 

as Ol.07 . 1976. He has also stated thut \\lhe ther h.is date of 

birth is t aken as Ol . Ol . 1938 or 1 . 7 . 1932 he \•1ould still be a 

major in 1956 i . c . vJhen he v1as appointed , there fora, t he 

judgr.ent su:'" fers from error appare nt on the face of r e cord 

and it de serves to b2 r e c a l l ed. 
• 

2 . I have read too aevie~, ,tpplication. It goes v1ithout 

s aying that scopo of revie\v is very limited and aev~\Y 

lpplication cannot be filed to reargue the matter . /\5 fur as 
• 

production of r ecords are c oncerned that was ordered for 

the per\isal "f court and was not c alled t o be shown to the 

showing the records· 
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to th<~ applic .:::nt c onnot be c. gr ound for r eview. 

3 . ,\S f ar as hls date o f knowledge is c oncerned , in 

Par a 4 . 5 api:- lic c.. nt hos himself stated that he c .Jme to 

kn U\v about it in 1976 . l f th= ap1Jlic ant s ays 197 6 \'1as \'1ritte n 

inadveJ:tant ly, he ought to h.;ive amended th2 s arre as c ourt . 
has to go by the ple ad l ng . :.~re over he had signed h is 

service book \·1h!:re in his d cJte of birth \•1as re c orded as 

1 . 7 . 1932 , therafore , his c ontention that h:! c .;;mc to kn O\'J 

about 
. . onl y 

. 
l006 is not su 5t.:-; nab le • l .J•,:1 • In 1 "'C i n in piU:' a , . 

\ 

s, tho f ac ts Of 0 . 1\ . 799/ 93 have be~ n referred to . 

.Applic .::nt ' s c ase \ /.J S dismissed on t he ground that he 

kne v; about his re corded date of b'irt h i n l <.""::,6 itself , 

therofore , he c annot be al lOVJed to agitate the issue 

\•11th regard to his c hiln9e of d ate of birth at the f a g 

<and of his c a.reerJ \Jhich i s bused on settled pr.i..nciples 

of l uvJ , therefore , in my c onsidered v ic \·J no c a se hes been 

rle vie,·1 Applic ati on is , t herefore , re j .ac ted .as 

not m~ inta in able • 
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t br·lber-J. 
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